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FILED: February 6, 2001 
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GROUP ART UNIT: 3622 

FOR: Method and System for Timing Promotions Based on a Prior Receipt of Promotions 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313 

37 CFR 1.181 PETITION TO REINSTATE WITHDRAWN CLAIMS 59-61 AND 
HAVE THE WITHDRAWN CLAIMS EXAMINED ON THEIR MERITS 

Sir: Please grant this petition. . 

I. STATEMENT OF THE PRECISE RELIEF REQUESTED 

The applicant requests that the Director instruct the examiner to reinstate withdrawn 
claims 59-61 and examine those claims on the merits, and issue a non-final office action 
examining inter alia claims 59-61. 
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n. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 

1. Method Claims 1 and 59 read as follows: 

Claim 1 (Original): A computer-implemented method comprising steps of: 

receiving identification information from a consumer; 

identifying, based upon said received identification information, one or 
more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer; and 

determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said 
identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by said 
consumer. 

Claim 59 (New): A computer-implemented method, comprising: 

receiving identification information from a consumer at a vendor location 

site, comprising a vendor terminal, wherein said vender terminal is located at a 

check-out counter in a store; 

identifying, based upon said received identification information, one or 

more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer; and 

determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said 

identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by said 

consumer. 

2. The difference between claims 1 and 59 is that claim 59 recites that the identification 
information is received from the consumer "a vendor location site, comprising a vendor terminal, 
wherein said vender terminal is located at a check-out counter in a store." 

3. System claims 28 and 60 read as follows: 
Claim 28 (Original): A system, comprising: 



means for receiving identification information from a consumer; 

means for identifying one or more parameters related to promotions 
received by said consumer based upon said identification information received by 
said means for receiving; and 

means for determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based 
upon said one or more parameters related to promotions received by said 
consumer, said one or more parameters identified by said means for identifying. 

Claim 60 (New): A system, comprising: 

means for receiving identification information from a consumer at a 
vendor location site, which comprises a vendor terminal, wherein said vender 
terminal is located at a check-out counter in a store; 

means for identifying one or more parameters related to promotions 
received by said consumer based upon said identification information received by 
said means for receiving; and 

means for determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based 
upon said one or more parameters related to promotions received by said 
consumer, said one or more parameters identified by said means for identifying. 

4. The difference between claims 28 and 60 is that claim 60 recites that the information is 
received from the consumer "at a vendor location site, which comprises a vendor terminal, 
wherein said vender terminal is located at a check-out counter in a store." 

5. Claim 61 reads as follows: 

Claim 61 (New): A system, comprising: 

a consumer identification information receiver at a vendor location site 
configured to receive consumer identification information from a consumer, 
wherein said vendor location site is a check-out counter in a store; 
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, consumer idenufcaUon «cord conf^ » co„.» scored — 
identification infomation of said consumer. 

a consumer el,aracteris.ic record configured to comatn a record of 
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7. This application is under final rejection. 
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8. Reconsideration of the restriction of claims 59 bi w 

1/12/2005. 
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withdrawal is in apphcaWe. Moreover, pe,i„„„ is proper. 
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In any case, the examiner's withdrawal of claims 59-61 is improper. Therefore, this 
petition should be granted. 
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